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| 
ifmeeuncens 

Tonight we welcome you to the 
[heart of the Appalachian Moun- 
{tains where Eastern Tennessee, 
Southwestern Virginia, and West- 
ern North Carolina meet. Abound- 
jing in historic interest and scenic 
beauty, Johnson City was the 
Gateway to the Northwest Ter- 
‘ritory and a part of the lost State 
f Franklin. It is now spotted with 


messee Valley Authority. The 
name of General Sevier, first gov- 
rnor of Tennessee, is honored 
here for his exploits in the Re- 
wolutionary War and his distin- 
ished service to the State of 
‘ennessee. 

We are the guests tonight of 
fohnson City Civic Clubs and 
East Tennessee State College In- 
ernational Relations Club. The 
cellege was founded forty years 
ago and has an enrollment of more 
-han two thousand students. The 
est four or five years, the East 
ennessee College has been going 
-hrough great expansion. We have 
‘he honor tonight of opening their 
aew million dollar Memorial 
Auditorium with a seating ca- 
acity of six thousand five hun- 
red. 

Now to preside over our discus- 
lion, here is the founder and 
noderator of America’s Town 
Aeeting of the Air, George V. 
Denny, Jr. 


Aoderator Denny: 


Good evening, neighbors. Con- 
inuing our discussion of last week, 
we tackle the question tonight, 
‘Who Can Win in 1952?” 

Strange as it may seem, we are 
a the heart of historically Repub- 
can territory, south of the Mason- 
ixon Line, here in Johnson City, 
ennessee. The once solid South 


Who Can Win in 1952? 


did strange things during the last 
Presidential Campaign when five 
states pulled out of the Democratic 
column and gave 39 electoral votes 
to the Dixiecrats, but in spite of 
this and all the Republican op- 
position, Harry Truman won. 

The 1952 campaign is getting 
underway in earnest. Senator Taft 
.has thrown his hat into the ring 
already. President Truman’s hat 
seems almost in the ring. Eisen- 
hower supporters are throwing his 
hat in, confident in their belief that 
he will accept the Republican 
nomination if it is tended. In 
fact, some Democrats believe that 
Eisenhower should have the 
Democratic nomination, but since 
the Republican National Conven- 
tion comes first, the Republicans 
will have the first chance to nomi- 
nate Eisenhower, and most of the 
General’s supporters at the present 
time are working for the Repub- 
lican nomination. 

Your Town Meeting will prob- 
ably have several other meetings 
on this subject before the elections, 
including consideration of such 
other possibilities as Harold Stas- 
sen, Governor Earl Warren, and 
Paul Hoffman. But tonight, Tru- 
man, Taft and Eisenhower ap- 
pear to be the Big Three. So we'll 
hear first from Jonathan Daniels, 
who succeeded his distinguished 
father as editor of the Raleigh, 
North Carolina, News G Observer. 
He’s the author of The Man of 
Independence, published last year, 
and the highly confident article 
in the September American mag- 
azine, called “Truman Can’t Lose.” 
Well, Jonathan, will you tell us 
why Harry Truman can win in 
1952? 


Mr. Daniels: 
I am aware that I seem very 


much alone in this overwhelming 
Republican city and on this plat- 
form crowded with my Republican 
opponents. But I represent a Dem- 
ocratic party that knows where 
it’s been going and knows where 
it means to go. 


My Republican opponents dra- 
matize the wide split in the Repub- 
lican party. Mr. Taft’s backers 
want him because he is Mr. Repub- 
lican, the walking image of Old 
Guard, nineteenth century Repub- 
licanism, modernized only by Joe 
McCarthy. 


General Eisenhower’s backers 
want him because they are sure 
that Taft can do no better than 
Alf Landon or Tom Dewey. They 
don’t even worry about what kind 
of a Republican, if any, General 
Eisenhower is. They think Eisen- 
hower would be a winner, and 
they want a winner. So they want 
Ike. 

The question remains, however, 
whether Ike wants them. He cer- 
tainly owes no appreciation to the 
Republican opposition, so often 
led by Taft, to the program in 
which he serves as the greatest 
soldier in the Truman Administra- 
tion’s efforts to guard Europe and 
save freedom. 

But I leave their quarrel to 
them. I speak for my man, who 
is your President in these difficult 
and dangerous American years, 
Harry S. Truman. I am sure he 
will run, and even more confident 
that he will win. 

That is the best way a President 
deeply concerned about his pro- 
gram can put the democracy of 
the whole people behind it. Tru- 
man is deeply concerned. His 
purpose is effective peace in the 
face of an implacable enemy. He 
has shaped that purpose into a 
program of economic and military 
assistance to our allies and of 
American strength as the central 


phalanx of truly United Nations 
determined to bring sense and 
safety to the world. 


And behind that foreign policy, 
he believes that the reforms and 
the advances of the Fair Deal-New 
Deal constitute not only the 
strength of our-democracy at home, 
but a clear example of the real 
meaning of democracy in the Cold 
War for the minds of men every- 
where in the world. 


Undoubtedly, he will have the 
bitter opposition of those whose 
only cohesive force has been that 
they hated Roosevelt and hate 
Truman. But by now, certainly, 
the American people are aware of 
every kind and quality of charge 
which the Republicans will bring 
against the Democrats, from horse 
theft to high treason, from an at- 
tack on Fala to the suggestion on 
the floor of the Senate that Gen- 
eral George Marshall is the stooge 
and tool of the enemies of his 
country. 

We need vigilance now as we 
need it always. We need to root 
out all Democrats and all Repub- 
licans who are more concerned 
with private gain than patriotic 
duty. And I rejoice that the 
Democrats in this Democratic Cona- 
gress have turned the light on 
more men in both parties than the 
Republican controlled 80th Con- 
gress ever did. 

The American people fortunately 
have five times in a row shown 
themselves qualified to distinguish 
between such real vigilance and 
political indignation for political 
consumption. They have shown 
that they have sense enough to 
know when they are well off. 
They have sense enough now to 
know that an American nation 
which provides both strength from 
democracy and example in democ- 
racy moves under Harry Truman’s 
leadership toward the security and 


| peace which are the hopes of man- 

_ kind. 

| There will be no political somer- 

| sault in this long-time Democratic 
country in 1952. In this good, 

| prosperous, progressive land, and 
in the tough world all around it, 
there will be no change in the 


| policy or the President of the 
| United States. (Applause) 

| Moderator Denny: 

| Thank you, Jonathan Daniels. 


Not long ago, our next speaker 
returned from a trip to Europe, 
having talked with General Eisen- 
hower. He expressed his convic- 
tions that the General would ac- 
cept the Republican nomination 
and: would be elected. Congress- 
man Hugh Scott of Pennsylvania, 
one-time chairman of the Repub- 
lican National Committee, is deep 
in politics in his own state as well 
as nationally. He speaks tonight 
for the candidacy of General 
Dwight D. Eisenhower on _ the 
Republican ticket in 1952. Con- 
gressman Hugh Scott. 


Congressman Scott: 

I can’t help wondering whether 
the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, who speaks so wishfully of a 
united party, has cleared his ad- 
dress with the Governor of South 
Carolina. 

Our country, shaken by corrup- 
tion in its federal government, and 
mistrusting Mr. Daniels’ party in 
power, greatly needs a moral and 
spiritual awakening. We need 
leadership which we can trust— 
leaders whose personality and pro- 
gram inspire confidence. The 
American people have faith in Ike 
Eisenhower. 

In answer to the question ad- 
dressed to me, the Presidency is the 
biggest job in the world. From 
‘that eminence, the undertaking to 
stop communism’s spread in Eur- 
ope and Asia can best be directed 


by the man whom both parties 
have trusted to begin the job for 
us in Europe. Over there, he 
serves at the sufferance of an im- 
pulsive president, with a bad 
tendency to yank out his first team 
upon any capricious impulse. As 
our new president, serving by the 
suffrage exercised by his fellow 
Americans, Eisenhower can best 
Oversee and carry into execution 
our will to secure a world free and 
at long last at peace. 

Ike Eisenhower is a_ self- 
propelled man of simple American 
faith, rising from poor and humble 
beginnings to become the leader 
who won for us victory in war, 
who is most confident to lead us 
to a peace based upon both na- 
tional security and moral strength. 
His philosophy accords with all 
that is best in the Republican way 
of thinking. His character and 
outspoken patriotism will rally to 
his support Independents and 
Democrats as well. 

The 18 million Republicans and 
the 4 million Independent votes 
which Republican candidates have 
been receiving in the last three 
presidential elections are not 
enough. We must win, not 4 
million non-Republican votes, but 
at least six million non-Republicans 
to elect a president. Eisenhower 
is absolutely the only candidate 
who could be sure of winning on 
the Republican ticket. 

What are his views? They are 
vigorously anti-New Deal. And I 
may add that I talked to him on 
several occasions myself. He has 
made this clear on his own behalf 
in more than half a hundred 
speeches. Here are the examples, 
and there are many others. He 
has called bureaucracy a creeping 
paralysis—a readiness to accept 
paternalistic measures by the gov- 
ernment, and along with these 
paternalistic measures, a surrender 


of our own responsibilities, and, 
therefore, a surrender of our own 
thought over our own lives. 


“If we allow this constant drift 
toward centralized government to 
continue,’ says Dwight Eisen- 
hower, “there will be a swarming 
of bureaucrats over the land.” 
That’s the end of quote, and I 
wish there were time to give you 
some others I have here. 


Our candidate and his plans for 
all of us must appeal to most of 
us. In my judgment, Ike Eisen- 
hower is the kind of man we're 
looking for. His appeal is univer- 
sal and not sectional. It’s patriotic 
and not partisan. Our goal is an 
Eisenhower Club and an Eisen- 
hower petition ii every county in 
America. 


This is your chance to choose 
a president. Let your will be 
known. It is up to the people of 
this country to demonstrate to 
Dwight Eisenhower that they want 
him for their president. If they 
want him, I am very certain that 
Eisenhower will react on a patriotic 
basis and will accept from the 
people the highest office that is 
theirs to bestow. (Applause) 


Moderator Denny: 
Thank you, Congressman Hugh 


Scott. Now we will hear from 
Senator Owen Brewster, Repub- 
lican of Maine, who stands 


squarely behind the openly avowed 
candidate for the Republican 
nomination, Senator Robert A. 
Taft of Ohio. We are happy to 
welcome back to Town Meeting 
Senator Owen Brewster. 


Senator Brewster: 


That suggestion of Mr. Daniels 
that the Democrats might be 
guilty of “hoss” theft was a new 
one on me. [Il look into it when 
I get back to Washington, to find 
out whether it is so. They cer- 


tainly have seemed to haye com- 
mitted most of the other crimes 
on most everything that was loose, 
according to the investigation of 
distinguished Democrats, whom If 
am sure Mr. Daniels will trust, if 
he has a little doubt about the 
Republicans. 

Now about my candidate. He 
happens to be the only one that 
is a candidate. These other fel- 
lows are talking about somebody 
of whom they have hopes. Mine 
has declared himself in no uncer- 
tain terms, and the chief question 
is whether or not he will win. 
That’s what we're talking about 
tonight. 

Well, I think when you want 
to decide that, whether you’re esti- 
mating a presidential race or a 
horserace, you look into the rec- 
ord, and my candidate has been 
nominated for various offices six 
times by the Republican party 
and he has never lost a race. That’s 
a pretty good one to start with. 

One of our opponents won one 
recently under unexpected circum- 
stances. The other has never been 
in a political affair, so we don’t 
really know how he would run. 

In the last race that Senator 
Taft ran, he won by over 400 
thousand in the great typical State 
of Ohio, carrying every industrial 
area in the state. In the fifty 
biggest labor precincts in the 
states, he got over 42 per cent of 
the votes, which is a pretty good 
indication that labor, as well as 
all other Americans, are coming 
to appreciate the significance of the 
Taft-Hartley Law under which 
more Americans have had more 
jobs at more pay than ever before 
in the history of this or any other 
country. 

Perhaps, also, labor appreciated 
the fact, as Mr. Daniels pointed 
out, that when President Truman 
proposed the most extreme labor 


|law ever thought of, to drop every 
(striker in the railroads into the 
, Army and put them to work at 
(day wages, it was stopped in the 
‘Senate under the leadership, as 
|Mr. Daniels is honest enough to 


[point out, of Robert A. Taft. 


So much for the labor aspect of 
(this matter. Now about foreign 
policy. I was asked tonight about 
ithis foreign policy. They say that 
|Eisenhower is a Democrat in for- 
‘eign policy and a Republican in 
‘domestic policy. I didn’t think 
anybody would claim to be a 
Democrat in foreign policy because 
the only thing I know about that 
foreign policy is that we have 
elected three Democratic admin- 
istrations on the proposition to 
Keep us out of war, and we have 
had three wars within five to nine 
years after we elected them. 


Mr. Truman is getting ready to 
run on that platform again and I 
aon’t believe the American people 
will buy that bill of goods. I 
don’t say that even the Republicans 
could have done any better. I 
simply say they couldn’t have 
done any worse. (Applause) 

Now I offer you as a candidate 
a man who by Collier’s magazine 
was pronounced the following: 
He has risen to Republican leader- 
ship in the Senate through char- 
acter and superior ability and 
nothing else. Efforts to dislodge 
Senator Taft have failed because 
there was no one who could match 
nim in knowledge, in industry, in 
xperience, in integrity, and in 
ibsolute trustworthiness. I suggest 
here is a good man for President 
yf the United States. (Applause) 


Moderator Denny: 

Thank you, Senator Brewster. 
Well, it seems to me you gentle- 
rien have so much to talk about 
hat we ought to give you some 
ime before we take the questions 


from the audience. Mr. Daniels 
is sitting on the edge of his seat 
there and evidently has two or 
three questions right here. 


Mr. Daniels: I just wanted to ask 
Congressman Scott if he thought 
this nomination of Senator Taft 
would serve the cause of America 
which General Eisenhower now 
serves in Europe? 


Congressman Scott: I think that 
the nominaton of any Republican 
would have the wholesome effect 
of getting rid of President Tru- 
man, and therefore it would be 
worth while on that basis alone. 

May I ask the gentleman from 
North Carolina if he shares the 
sense of outrage which the coun- 
try feels at the embezzlement, the 
bribery, and the corruption which 
has even crept into the White 
House Staff and into the staff of 
the Office of Vice President? 


Mr. Daniels: I share the sense of 
outrage about all corruption in any 
party in government. I wasn’t par- 
ticularly pleased when it turned up 
that Styles Bridges was on John L. 
Lewis’ pension payroll for $35,000 
a year, nor when Joe McCarthy 
got $10,000 for writing a pamph- 
let which I can assure you was 
above office union pay rate. And I 
might say that I don’t see that we 
need be grateful to the Democrats 
for assisting the six Republican 
Senators and the twelve Represen- 
tatives who say that Mr. Gabriel- 
son is unfit to be the Republican 
chairman. 

We’ve heard about these things, 
and the Democratic Chairman was 
accused of a loan which had been 
paid months before. Mr. Gabriel- 
son’s loan is not yet paid. 


Mr. Denny: Thank you, Jonathan 
Daniels. Now, Senator Brewster. 


Senator Brewster: Well, unfor- 
tunately, I’m proposing that what 


you’re going to be up against, Mr. 
Daniels, is not Joe McCarthy for 
President, or Styles Bridges or 
Gabrielson. You’re going to be up 
against Bob Taft. And I think his 
record stands pretty well. 


Now I’d like to ask you a little 
something. I don’t wonder you 
want to drag some of these other 
red herrings in, but I want to ask 
you whether you agree with Mr. 
Truman’s estimate which I find in 
your book on the matter: “From 
the beginning, Truman liked Stalin. 
Indeed the record is that almost 
all our Representatives, great and 
small, who have come in contact 
with good old Uncle Joe have 
found him attractive as a person. 
Truman recognized Stalin’s type 
the moment he saw him: “Stalin is 
as near like Tom Pendergast as 
any man I know,” said Mr. Tru- 
man. “I got the impression later,” 
Truman said—this is Mr. Daniels 
speaking—‘‘that Stalin would stand 
by his agreements, and also that 
he had a Politburo on his hands 
like the 80th Congress.” 


Mr. Daniels: God help him if he 
had one like the 80th Congress! I 
would like to say this. It was true 
that they met with Stalin and did 
the best they could, but the man 
who stands against Stalin now, is 
the strength of America, and who 
is facing him and pushing him 
backward is Harry S. Truman. 


Congressman Scott: May I say 
that I see no merit whatever in 
Mr. Daniels’ statement to the effect 
that there has been a considerable 
amount of thievery in the Demo- 
cratic party, that there may have 
been corruption and thievery in 
the Republican party. I propose 
that we choose an American who 
is above all petty partisanship and 
beyond any possible connection 
with anybody who has participated 
in anv form of corruption what- 


soever, and that’s General Eisen- 
hower. 


Mr. Daniels: I stand with Mr. 
Scott, but I say that when Mr. 
Scott said that the gentleman of 
this town, Carroll Reece, sold the 
Republican party down the river 
for patronage. and personal ad- 
vantage, he made a charge against 
Republicans which equalled any 
charge that anybody has made 
against Democrats. 


Mr. Scott: May I say right here 
that whatever we Republicans may 
say in relation to each other be- 
fore the convention, we will all be 
united in support of the candidate 
of our party, which is more than 
Mr. Daniels can say. His party 
splits right after the convention. 


Mr. Daniels: But we win ’em! 


Senator Brewster: We'll decide 
about that next time. I got another 
little quote from Mr. Daniels in 
this matter of the love and har- 
mony of the Democratic party. 
This is what he said about the 
Byrnes-Wallace controversy. ‘Af. 
ter the Wallace speech, President 
Truman appeared to be lost in un- 
certainty and ineptitude betweer 
them.” That is Mr. Daniels’ esti- 
mate of his own President. Late: 
on, this Governor Byrnes of Soutk 
Carolina, who is supposed to be ¢ 
harmonizer—this is what Mr. Tru 
man said about him, according t 
Mr. Daniels: “He failed me mis 
erably as a Secretary of State anc 
ran out on me when the goings 
was very tough and when I neede 
him most. So he and old Barucl 
have joined McCormick, Hearst 
and Scripps-Howard to discredi 
me.” 

I would like to ask Mr. Dar 
iels whether he expects Governo 
Byrnes now to support Mr. Tru 
man? 


Mr. Daniels: I evrect Senato 


Byrnes and Carroll Reece to form 
a club against Hugh Scott and my- 
self, which, of course, is not an 
-amswer—it’s just a very nice cute 
remark, 


_ Mr. Denny: Mr. Daniels, do you 
want to answer that a little more 
fully? 


__ Mr. Daniels: It stands. There are 
differences in the Republican party. 
There are differences in the Demo- 
cratic party. What I’m trying to say 
to these gentlemen is that when 
they try to stand up on a platform 
and say, “We are pure and the 
Democrats are crooked.” Senator 
Scott knows what is going on in 
Philadelphia today, where the 
Democrats are beating the Repub- 
licans, because there is corruption 
there. There’s corruption in both 
Darties, but the great mass of men 
in both parties are not corrupt, 
and these gentlemen know it. 


Senator Brewster: I want to as- 
sociate myself with Hugh Scott 
that whomever the Republican 
party is likely to nominate will 
certainly win and will certainly be 
an improvement on what we’ve 
got. 

Congressman Scott: May I come 
to the defense of my City of Phila- 
delphia? The corruption we worry 
about there is in the Democratic 
coroner’s office and the Democratic 
internal revenue office. 

Mr. Daniels: May I add also the 
fact that the city treasurer killed 
himself and left a suicide note in- 
cluding the names of some prom- 
inent Republicans? 

Congressman Scott: Eight years 
ago. 

Mr. Denny: All right, gentlemen, 
you’re done very well. Now let’s 
take some questions from this au- 
dience. 


Be QUESTIONS, PLEASEI 


Man: Mr. Daniels, will Mr. Tru- 
man’s appointment of Clark to the 
Vatican have any effect upon the 
Protestant vote? 


Mr. Daniels: I would like to say 
that I am a strong Truman man, 
but I disagree with him in the ap- 
pointment of an ambassador to the 
Vatican. 


Man: I would like to ask Mr. 
Scott how the Republicans will 
combat the idea that military men 
make bad presidents if Eisenhower 
is nominated? 


Congressman Scott: By pointing 
out, as so many people have done 
already, that it depends on what 
kind of a man you choose. You 
choose a man on the basis of his 
personality, his character, his in- 
tegritv. Someone has pointed out 


that you had a pretty good man 
who has seen some military service 
from Tennessee. I think it doesn’t 
matter what a man’s occupation 
was. It matters what’s in his heart 
and what’s in his head, and 
whether he’s for us, the people, 
rather than for a coterie of politic- 
jams. 

Man: Mr. Brewster, how can you 
claim Mr. Taft is such an honor- 
able man when he tacitly supports 
McCarthy in his libelous charges 
against innocent men? 

Senator Brewster: Well, I think 
that Senator Taft will have to stand 
on his own record and position. I 
think the attempt of the Democrats 
to make McCarthyism the major 
issue of this campaign indicates 
their own weakness. Senator Mc- 


sil! 


Carthy is going to run for the 
Senate in Wisconsin and even the 
Democratic chairman up there ad- 
mits he can’t beat him. So I think 
that that disposes of Senator Mc- 
Carthy. I shall let Senator Taft 
run on his own record of achieve- 
ment as recognized by everybody 
in the country. 


Man: Senator Taft said he wel- 
comed the support of Joe Mc- 
Carthy. 


Senator Brewster: And also of 
Wayne Morse. 


Congressman Scott: It has been 
forgotten, perhaps, that President 
Truman said that he welcomed the 
support of Earl Browder, a Com- 
munist. 


Man: Mr. Daniels, where will 
General Douglas MacArthur be in 
the 1952 election picture? 


Mr. Daniels: He’ fade away. 


Lady: Mr. Scott, is General 
Eisenhower for federal aid to our 
public schools? 


Congressman Scott: 1 have not 
the slightest idea about it, but I 
have asked General Eisenhower on 
previous occasions whether, in the 
future, when he is out of uniform, 
he would speak up as clearly as 
he has in the past. He has said: 
“[T have no hesitation in express- 
ing where I stand on any issue of 
interest to the American people at 
any time when I am not in uni- 
form,” and I am sure that you will 
get an answer to that one, and it 
will be direct. 


Senator Brewster: May I com- 
ment on that? I join Representa- 
tive Scott in supporting all Re- 
publican candidates, but I was 
chairman of the Republican sena- 
torial campaign committee when 
one of the Democratic candidates 
in the last Senate election was 
using certain actions of General 
Eisenhower to indicate support. We 


10 


did try very earnestly to get Gen- 
eral Eisenhower to disavow that, 
and to indicate that at least he 
didn’t favor the Democrats if he 
wasn’t ready to declare for the 
Republicans. Although he was 
President of Columbia, he was not 
in uniform, he did not feel he 
could do it. ~ 


Man: Mr. Brewster, do you fa- 
vor the abolition of the United 
Nations, since Senator Taft in- 
timated that it was a failure in his 
speech yesterday? 

Senator Brewster: No, I certain- 
ly do not, and I do not understand 
that Senator Taft does. I cannot 
answer all that might be said re- 
garding the foreign policy of Sen- 
ator Taft in the time we have. 
Senator Taft, with his customary 
forthrightness, has written a book 
which will be published in the 
next two weeks outlining fully his 
policy for our international re- 
lations. I hope everyone will take 
an opportunity to find out for 
themselves, rather than listen to 
the voice of what is sometimes the 
garbled press—not in the case of 
my colleague Mr. Daniels. 


Lady: Congressman Hugh Scott, 
don’t you think a military leader 
at this time would be antagonistic 
to the Soviet Union and other ag- 
gressive nations? 


Congressman Scott: I have not the 
slightest concern about whether or 
not Joe Stalin wants to select the 
next president of the United 
States. I would much prefer to 
leave to the American people the 
choice of the best possible candi- 
date, and I believe in all my heart 
that that is General Eisenhower. 
I wouldn’t worry about what 
Stalin thinks about who we are 
going to elect. It’s none of his 
business. 


Lady: Senator Brewster, how do 
you think Eisenhower’s lateness in 


declaring himself a candidate will 
affect his chance for nomination? 


Senator Brewster: Well, every- 
bne seems to agree that unless 
General Eisenhower makes a dec- 
aration within the next month or 
‘wo, it will be extremely difficult 
‘or him to achieve the nomina- 
ion. There is great confusion in 
he ranks of the Eisenhower sup- 
orters, both as to their leader- 
hip, how they will proceed. I be- 
ieve that General Eisenhower is 
ndispensable in Europe. That’s my 
ifm conviction, and Bernard Ba- 
uch and the New York Times 
ave indicated similar conclu- 
ion. 

Mr. Daniels: I would like to say 
hat I share the Senator’s views 
vith regard to Eisenhower’s neces- 
ity in Europe. 

Congressman Scott: That is, of 
purse, because both the gentlemen 
ho have spoken fear General 
isenhower’s candidacy more than 
ey fear anybody else. After all, 
@ question of the selection of the 
me in which a man enters the 
ice has no more bearing on it than 
hich horse gets away from the 
arrier first. Not always is it the 
orse which starts first which is 
ther the favorite or the winner. 
‘ait and see. 


Man: Mr. Daniels, would the 
uthern Democrats bolt the 
emocratic party if Truman were 
yminated ? 

Mr. Daniels: I think the Dixie- 
ats are done. All they did for 
e South in the last election was 
lose them 16 votes in the Demo- 
itic convention this year. They’re 
ducking. Byrnes is a great can- 
late, but he is not going to run. 
rd has been running ever since 
2 second Roosevelt term. Dick 
ssell does seem to be in no 
yerness. The Dixiecrats, in my 
inion, are over forever. 
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Senator Brewster; That’s very in- 
teresting, although that contradicts 
the observations of almost every 
dispassionate observer who _ has 
been in the South who says that 
there is a more profound stir than 
ever before. And I think that any- 
one who attended the Governor’s 
Conference and heard Governor 
Byrnes lay the Jaw down that 
President Truman could not have 
their support again must realize 
that he knew whereof he is speak- 
ing. I don’t wonder that Mr. Dan- 
iels is whistling in the dark. 

Mr. Daniels; Y’'m whistling in the 
South where I live, and Senator 
Byrnes has declined to run. The 
meeting in Alabama this next week 
seems to be falling apart. That 
noble southerner, Karl Mundt of 
South Dakota, seems now the 
leader. In the South, we know that 
we can’t serve ourselves without 
staying in the party of our fathers. 


Man: Congressman Scott, what 
evidence is there that General 
Eisenhower has adequate financial 
experience to equal the present 
emergency ? 


Congressman Scott: I doubt that 
General Eisenhower is to be judged 
on whether or not he is a rich 
man, a poor man. I think prob- 
ably that he may be the poorest of 
all three candidates as far as money 
goes, and the best as far as char- 
acter and integrity and ability. 


Lady: Honorable Jonathan Dan- 
iels, do you think the losses that 
Mr. Truman has sustained by the 
proposed appointment of General 
Mark Clark will be counter-bal- 
anced by gains? 


Mr. Daniels: Well, personally, 
I think that the appointment of an 
ambassador to the Vatican is a 
very serious matter and one which 
will divide our people. Some are 
going to think he is right and 


some wrong. In this matter, I hap- 
pen to disagree with the President. 


Man: Senator Brewster, can we 
be assured that through the Re- 
publican party our social welfare 
state will be replaced by the free 
enterprise system that our fore- 
fathers created? 


Senator Brewster: Well, 1 think 
it’s the only possible hope of get- 
ting it. Whether or not even a 
man as able as Senator Taft can 
do it remains to be seen. I think 
he will have the wholehearted co- 
operation of Congress. It seems to 
me evident that we cannot con- 
tinue as at present, where all the 
leaders of the Administration say 
there is literally no limit to the 
amount of money we can approp- 
riate and spend. That’s what they 
say publicly and repeatedly. We 
certainly will be lost that way. 


Mr. Daniels: It seems perfectly 
clear that the Republican program 
has advanced from me-too to yes- 
but, and no farther. 


Congressman Scott: Now that 
we've had Mr. Daniels’ wisecrack, 
let me make a serious observation. 
I have all the respect in the world 
for the U. S. Senate, but it ought 
to be remembered that administra- 
tively, no Senator in his office as 
a senator has administrative juris- 
diction, and that means experience, 
over more than 15 people—some- 
where from five to fifteen people. 
There have, it is true, been two 
senators who became president in 
this century—Senator Harding and 
Senator Truman. 

Mr. Daniels: 1 am perfectly will- 
ing to split with the Republicans 
on that one. 

Man: Mr. Brewster, why do you 
think that labor support of Taft 
in Ohio indicates the feeling of the 
country as a whole towards the 
Taft-Hartley Law? 


Mr. Brewster: Because Ohio is a 
typical American state, because of 
the overwhelming support it ob- 
viously secured from iabor. They 
talk about his having a weak op- 
ponent, but as a matter of fact that 
same opponent in 1948 was on the 
ticket and ran 100,000 ahead of 
Truman and ran 200,000 ahead of 
Governor Lausche. That’s the man 
that Senator Taft beat with 400, 
000. Now we've had 22 million 
votes in every election the last 
three times, ’40, °44, 48. There 
were 45 million Americans whe 
didn’t choose to vote. They holc 
the decision, and it is to them tha 
Senator Taft proposes to direc 
his campaign. There are the vote: 
that will settle the election. They 
didn’t buy the New Deal, the Fai 
Deal, and they didn’t buy the Re 
publican deal and they weren’ 
bought by the payroll vote. The 
just were interested in having — 
Republican from West of the Al 
leghenies, and I hope my Nev 
York friends will be willing nov 
to support a Western American a 
enthusiastically as they have don 
for the New York ones that we’v 
had the last three times. 


Lady: Vd like to direct my que 
tion to Mr. Daniels. Disregardin 
politics, could it not prove to k 
detrimental to our American di 
mocracy for one party to be coz 
sistently elected to power? 


Mr. Daniels: 1 think it coul 
But when one party comes forwats 
with the only progressive progra 
for the American people, and tl 
other party is the party of neg 
tion and backwardness, I don’t s 
any choice for a forward-goit 
American people except to go fc 
ward with the Democratic party. 


Man: Mr. Scott, as a veteran 
two wars in the last ten years, y 
say that Eisenhower is starting 
stop communism in Europe. Is tl 


We 


enough to put him in the White 
ouse? 


Congressman Scotti: Not by it- 
self, but it is certainly the most 
important contribution which any 
American has made—his victory, 
nis leading our troops to victory, 
nis leadership. I want to say this 
wery quickly, that I was told by 
Norwegians, Germans, and French 
that only he could unite the peo- 
ple of Western Europe in setting 
up this job. I believe that only he 
tan do the same job in America, 
and we need him back here for 
that purpose. 
| 


Senator Brewster; Well I want 
to say that I fully agree with Rep- 
resentative Scott in the first part, 
because everyone in Europe told 
mis the same thing, that General 
Hisenhower was the only man who 
could possibly unite and build up 
Ehe defenses of Western Europe, 
and I suggest that is still very 
wsuch more of a task than it is 
wetting the American people united, 
because we are doing about 80 
per cent of the defense prepara- 
tion in the world today. Over in 
Europe is where the job has got 
to be done, and General Eisen- 
lhower is the man to do it. 


Man: Mr. Daniels, in the 1952 
campaign will the emphasis be 
placed upon issues involving rea- 
son and sound judgment, or upon 
matters which appeal to the po- 
litical and personal prejudices? 


Mr. Daniels: 1 think the matter 


is going to be placed upon Amer- 
ica’s place in the world, both in 
terms of its military and moral 
strength against communism and 
in terms of the example of a 
working democracy for the free 
peoples we must get with us in 
the world. 


Man; Senator Brewster, will Mr. 
Taft if elected continue the pres- 
ent social security program? 


Senator Brewster: I have no 
question that it will be continued. 
It is believed by very many hon- 
est Americans in all walks of life 
that there can and should be im- 
provements in it which would 
eliminate many of the tragic in- 
equalities. Senator Taft sponsored 
a movement to have a careful 
study made of that by the Finance 
Committee in this last Senate. 


Mr. Denny: Thank you, Senator 
Brewster, and Congressman Hugh 
Scott, and Jonathan Daniels for a 
very enlightening program. Thanks, 
too, to Dr. Burgin Dossett, Presi- 
dent of East Tennessee State Col- 
lege, and members of the College 
International Relations Club. Also 
to Mr. M. T. McArthur of the 
John Sevier Hotel who fostered 
this program, to our sponsors the 
Norge Appliance Dealers and to 
the members of the Johnson City 
Civic Clubs and Hane Lancaster 
of Station WJHL. 


So plan to be with us next week 
and every week at the sound of 
the Crier’s Bell. 
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FACTS TO CONSIDER the Soviet—in majority opinion 
the chief objective. But East Asia 

. . has been unified against us 
under Russian domination, virtu- 
ally paralyzing our policy, leaving 
us to shadow box with a puppet, 
unable and unwilling to come to 
grips with the real aggressor.—L. 
M. Graves, Chicago, Illinois. 


Without imputing motives or 
inquiring who could have done 
better, I think history will have 
to consider these facts... . 

1. The U. S. Government con- 
ceded to the Russians more than 
their military performance justified 
in Eastern Europe and East Asia— 
particularly in Czechoslovakia, CHINA POLICY 


Berlin, and Manchuria. ‘ : F 
: This evening I enjoyed even 
2. In considerable measure, more than usual listening to Town 
these concessions—which Mr, Tru- Meeting . . . Mr. Schlesinger’s 
man largely inherited, but in comment that the only act which 
which he had a hand at Potsdam— could have altered the course of 
stfengthened Russia’s. position "an “cvents in China. would wbaves beee 
the Cold War... . the committing of our troops to 


3. We elected to make a stand China in 1946 struck a most re- 
in Europe but offered no effective sponsive note in my husband. He 
opposition in the Far East. On its most heartily agrees and knows 
face the record seems to indicate how correct is Mr. Schlesinger in 
that we even encouraged the Com- tating that U. S. public opinion 
munist advance in China, although would never have supported such 
we were committed to uphold a policy at that time. My husband 
Korean independence by our wat- was in the Army in China as late 
time pledge. We then withdraw as April 1946 and can vouch for 
from South Korea without making the fact that both the public and 
it capable of defending itself the soldiers could express nothing 
against Communist North Korea but the desire to get the boys 
which it was well known the Rus- home. Furthermore, the Chinese 
sians were arming. themselves were becoming most in- 

4. We are now working vigor- hospitable. Hence we are a bit 
ously and with considerable effect weary of this major premise of the 
to unify Western Europe against attack on the Administration for- 
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eign policy. We also fail to see 
how Governor Kohler’s statement 
that the failure of our foreign 
policy is the cause of the unrest in 
Iran and Egypt has any validity. 
[The Governor himself failed to 
point that out.—Mrs. JoHn W. 
IMcNEIL, Pacific Grove, California. 


VACUUM CLEANING 


Town Meeting last night was 
Lin a very high level. . . . The 
pros and cons of the Fair Deal got 
2 pretty thorough vacuum cleaning. 
Personally I found much more to 
admire in the modest, humble Mr. 
‘Truman than the cocky egotist we 
have suffered the last four years. 
... I will never be able to recon- 
vile H. S. T.’s loyalty to Dean 
\scheson who has proven wrong 
69 many times that it ill becomes 
him to take so much glory from 
thie success of the Japanese treaty 
megotiations. The real credit be- 
denged to General MacArthur who 
was so shamefully ignored in the 
Sroceedings. ... 

_I was amazed at the agreement 
af the panel on the proposed ap- 


pointment of an Ambassador to 
the Vatican. With thirty-seven 
other nations having representa- 
tives at the Vatican for years, why 
should we be the lone wolf? The 
suggestion was evidently purely a 
political move looking to the 
Catholic vote for the Fair Deal in 
the 1952 campaign. There was 
ample time since January 18 to 
suggest an Ambassador without 
waiting till (just) before the close 
of the session. . . . Make no mis- 
take, the Vatican does not. need 
America, but we desperately need 
their help in the struggle against 
world-wide Communism.-—-GENE- 
VIEVE SMITH, Cincinnati, Ohio. 


THE BEST YET 


Last night was the best Town 
Meeting yet! It was a satisfaction 
to hear three such thoughtful and 
objective men, and even the ques- 
tions from the audience in general 
made good sense and good listen- 
ing. ... Also, the subject was lim- 
ited enough in scope so that real 
thinking was possible.-—Marcia E. 
TurRNER, Arlington, Tennessee 
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FOR FURTHER STUDY OF THIS WEEK’S TOPIC 


Background Questions 


President Truman 


a. 


b. 


Pi 


After 20 years of Democratic administrations, is it “time for a 
change’”’? 

Does the country generally change administrations when the 
country is prosperous? 

Is there adequate support for President Truman’s foreign and 
domestic policies to assure his victory? 

Is a Truman victory necessary for Western unity in the face 
of international Communism? 

What effect will Acheson have on Truman’s chances for victory? 
How will the charges of “influence peddling” and of Communism 
in Government affect Truman’s chances of winning? 

Will a Truman victory be easier in 1952 than in 1948 when 
part of the Democratic vote was split between the Dixiecrats 
and Progressives? 

Will the Southern Democrats support Truman in 1952 or will 
they form a coalition with the Republicans? 

Is there so much dissatisfaction with Truman that “any Repub- 
lican” could defeat him? 


General Eisenhower 


a. 


b. 


moo oo 


‘Is'Eisenhower a Republican? 


Does Eisenhower have enough influence with Republican leaders 
to win the nomination? 

Is he familiar enough with the internal workings of the Repub- 
lican Party (patronage system, etc.) to win the nomination? 
If Eisenhower were to run on the Republican ticket, how much 
of the Democratic and independent vote could he expect to win? 
If Eisenhower does not win the Republican nomination, could 
he win on the Democratic ticket? 

Does the American public approve of a military man for president? 
Does the public know enough about Eisenhower’s views on major 
issues, or is his support at present based on him as a personality? 
Is the pro-Eisenhower movement more than a “stop-Taft” drive? 
Does Eisenhower tend to side with the Democrats on foreign 
policy and with the Republicans on domestic policy? 


Senator Taft 


a. 


Is Senator Taft too conservative for most Americans, or do we 
need more conservatism in the conduct of our wational and in- 
ternational affairs? 


Does Churchill’s victory in the British election indicate that con- 
servatism is on the upgrade? 

Can Senator Taft win the support of the country in view of the 
fact that he was unable to win the support of his party in past 
Presidential nominations? 

Does Senator Taft’s re-election to the Senate last year despite 


Jabor’s opposition prove that he has enough support to win a 
Presidential election? 


How would our allies react to a Taft victory? 


How will the fact that Senator Taft is the first avowed candidate 
for the Presidential nomination affect his chance for victory? 
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